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As counsel for the Government have pointed out in 
their brief, the questions presented on the appeals herein 
are identical with the questions raised under Specifications 
of Error I and VI in the companion case of E. C. Shevlin 
Company vs. United States of America, Appeals Nos. 
10619 and 10802 in this court. 


Because counsel for the Government have incorporated 


2 


in their brief in this case by reference their arguments 
made in connection with Specifications of Error I and 
VI in the Shevlin case, we desire to incorporate herein, 
as a reply to the Government’s brief, our reply brief in 
the Shevlin case. 


We therefore respectfully request that this court refer 
to the reply brief in the Shevlin case for the answer to 
the Government’s contentions under Specifications of 
Error I and IT herein. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Hampson, Koerner, Youne & SwETT, 
JAMES C. DEZENDORF, 
Attorneys for Appellant. 


